EXPOSURE 


OF  THE 


REY.  DR  CAHILL'S  REPLY. 


iiy 


WILLIAM   ANDEESON,  LL.D. 


NINTH  THOUSAND. 


GLASGOW: 
ROBERT  JACKSON,  5  ST.  ENOCH  SQUARE. 


THE  CHALLENGE  TO  DK.  CAHILL. 

Rev.  Sir, — You  and  I  must  be  regarded  by  one  another's  friends  as  wicked 
deceivers  of  men  to  their  everlasting  ruin.  I,  for  my  part,  feel  not  a  little  pain  when 
I  reflect  that  I  should  be  so  regarded  by  tens  of  thousands  of  my  fellow-citizens  of  the 
communion  of  the  Church  of  Eome ;  and  you,  I  should  think,  cannot  be  insensible  to 
the  odium  in  which  you  are  held  by  our  Protestant  population. 

I  therefore  propose  that  you  and  I  appear  before  as  many  of  both  parties  as  can  bo 
conveniently  assembled,  and  by  courteous,  if  not  amicable,  debate,  give  them  an 
opportunity  of  having  false  impressions  corrected ;  and,  after  a  fair  hearing  of  both 
sides,  of  reviewing  their  judgment  respecting  who  is  the  deceiver. 

Since  I  regard  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Mass  the  central  evil,  as  you,  I  presume,  regard 
it  the  central  glory,  of  your  system,  I  select  for  assault  the  first  three  Canons  of  the 
Council  of  Trent,  which  are  as  follows : — * 

Canon  I. — "  If  any  one  saith  that  in  the  Mass  a  true  and  proper  sacrifice  is  not 
offered  to  God :  or  that  to  be  offered  is  nothing  else  but  that  Christ  is  given  us  to  eat ; 
let  him  be  anathema." 

Canon  II. — "If  any  one  saith  that,  by  those  words,  Do  this  for  the  commemoration  of 
me  (Luke  xxii.  19),  Christ  did  not  institute  the  apostles  priests,  or  did  not  ordain  that 
they  and  other  priests  should  offer  his  own  body  and  blood ;  let  him  be  anathema." 

Canon  III. — "If  any  one  saith  that  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Mass  is  only  a  sacrifice  of 
praise  and  thanksgiving ;  or  that  it  is  a  bare  commemoration  of  the  sacrifice  consum- 
mated on  the  cross,  but  not  a  propitiatory  sacrifice ;  or  that  it  profits  him  only  who 
receives ;  and  that  it  ought  not  to  be  offered  for  the  living  and  the  dead,  for  sins,  pains,, 
satisfactions,  and  other  necessities;  let  hitn  be  anathema." 

These  Canons,  Sir,  I  denounce  as  violating  the  authority  of  God's  Word,  the  glory 
of  the  person  of  our  Lord,  the  prerogative  of  His  mediatorial  priesthood,  the  sufficiency 
and  perfection  of  His  sacrifice  on  the  cross,  and  the  priestly  dignity  of  all  his  saints ; 
yea,  as  being  altogether  blasphemous  exceedingly. 

And,  Sir,  I  hereby  challenge  you,  the  Rev.  Dr.  Cahill,  as  you  would  not  be  regarded 
and  proclaimed  by  me  and  all  the  Protestants  of  Glasgow  as  one  who  has  no  faith  in 
the  system  which  he  professes,  to  come  forward  and  give  me,  who  am  your  peer  in 
office  and  character,  an  opportunity  of  proving  on  you,  by  the  sword  of  the  Spirit, 
which  is  the  Word  of  God,  that  it  is  you  who  is  the  deceiver  of  immortal  souls. 

I  propose  the  following  as  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  debate : — 

1st.  That  it  be  held  in  my  own  house  of  public  worship,  and  continue  for  two  even- 
ings, from  half-past  seven  o'clock  till  half-past  ten,  in  alternate  speeches  of  half  an 
hour's  length — I  opening  the  proceedings  the  first  evening  and  you  the  second. 

2.  That  you  appoint  the  Chairman  to  preserve  the  order,  both  of  the  meeting  and 
the  debate. 

3.  That  I  be  responsible  for  the  whole  of  the  expenses  ;  and  that  I  furnish  you  with 
800  tickets  of  admission  for  gratuitous  distribution  among  your  friends,  while  I  reserve 
only  600  for  distribution  by  myself. 

I  am  open,  however,  to  consider  any  proposed  modification  of  these  terms. 

Finally,  Sir,  if  your  engagements  prevent  your  waiting  over  in  Glasgow  to  accept  of 
this  challenge,  will  you  inform  whcii  and  Avhere  I  may  find  you  at  leisure  to  meet  me 
in  the  course  of  the  next  six  months — in  Dublin,  Belfast,  Limerick,  or  anywhere  within 
the  United  Kingdom  ?  Nothing  but  necessity  Avill  prevent  me  from  hastening  to  the 
demolition  of  error,  and  the  rescue  of  the  truth. 

Yours,  Rev.  Sir,  courteously  and  respectfully, 

Wm.  Akderson, 

Minister  of  the  United  Presbyterian  Chiu:ch, 
April  6,  1853.  John  Street,  Glasgow. 

*  In  the  original  Challenge  I  did  not  transcribe  the  Canons,  for  the  sake  of  brevity,  and  only  referred 
to  them.  Dr.  Cahill  replies  that  I  must  have  made  a  mistake,  since  "the  three  first"  [I  said  "  first  three"] 
Canons  of  the  Council  do  not  treat  of  the  Mass,  but  have  reference  to  the  doctrine  of  Justification. 
Whereupon  the  Editor  of  the  Free  Press  mocks  at  my  ignorance.  I  notice  his  criticism  here  that  the 
continuity  of  my  Rejoinder  may  not  be  broken.  It  is  the  Doctor,  then,  Avho  is  at  fault  in  every  point. 
When  in  the  preceding  clause  I  had  mentioned  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Mass,  he  was  boimd  to  understand  the 
Canons  refen-ed  to  as  the  Canons  on  that  Sacrifice  specifically,  and  not  the  whole  of  the  Canons  generally ; 
and  I  Avould  have  been  guilty  of  an  unscholarlike  pleonasm  if  I  had  added  "  on  the  Sacrifice  of  Mass." 
Again ;  he  is  in  fault  when  he  says  that  the  three  first  [first  three]  Canons  of  the  Council  taken  generally, 
refer  to  the  doctrine  of  Justification.  The  preceding;  Decree  on  Original  Sin  is  expressed  in  the  form  of 
Canons,  five  in  number.    As  for  the  Editor  of  the  Free  Press,  it  is  vain  for  him  to  affect  contempt.    He  feels 


THE  REPLY  TO  THE  REV.  WM.  ANDERSON,  PASTOR  OF  THE  UNITED 
PRESBYTERIAN  CHURCH. 

Rev.  Sir, — There  can  be  no  doubt  that,  in  reference  to  the  Holy  Scriptures,  your 
teaching  and  mine  are  very  diflerent  indeed,  I  have  learned  the  creed  which  I  profess 
from  the  accredited  voice  of  the  Universal  Church,  from  which  your  predecessors  in 
your  faith  have  avowedly  separated.  The  history  of  all  Christian  antiquity  bears  testi- 
mony, through  all  nations  and  peoples,  to  the  existence  and  the  entirety  of  my  belief 
at  the  time  of  your  separation.  There  was  confessedly  but  one  church,  and  that  church 
was  the  Roman  Catholic;  while  not  even  one  congregation — perhaps  not  even  a  single 
individual — through  all  past  Christian  time,  up  to  the  period  of  what  is  called  "  the 
Reformation,"  can  be  found  professing  the  religious  opinions  which  you  now  hold.  I 
regret  that  you  follow  these  novelties,  or  that  you  teach  them  to  others ;  but  most 
certainly  I  do  not  feel  any  sentiment  of  "  odium"  towards  you  or/your  people.  On  the 
contrary,  I  entertain  a  high  respect  for  you ;  and  in  my  private  intercourse,  and  in  my 
public  professional  character,  I  inculcate  this  my  own  sincere  impression  to  all  those 
who  may  be  guided  by  my  words,  or  influenced  by  my  example. 

I  respectfully  beg  to  assure  you  that  you  make  a  great  mistake  in  supposing  that 
Roman  Catholics  have  any  desire  whatever,  either  to  hear  the  tenets  of  your  church 
discussed,  or  to  examine  over  again  in  your  church  the  motives  which  direct  them  in 
the  choice  of  their  faith.  The  disciples  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  attach  very 
little  value  (in  reference  to  divine  faith)  either  to  accomplished  declamation  or  brilliant 
oratory  ;  they  are  entirely  guided  by  a  living,  speaking,  infallible  authority,  which,  in 
their  daily  reading  of  the  Scriptui'es,  they  behold  expressed  in  the  clearest,  the 
strongest,  the  most  obvious,  the  most  literal,  and  the  most  emphatic  clauses  of  the  last 
Will  and  Testament  of  our  blessed  Lord.  No  human  being  of  common  sense  has  ever 
been  known  to  bequeath  in  the  solemn  awful  hour  of  death  metaphorical,  or  allegorical, 
or  figurative,  property  and  power  to  his  beloved  children  ;  and  the  Catholics  believe 
that  our  Lord,  at  his  death,  has  left  a  real  bo7ia  fide,  substantial,  living  Authority  to 
guide  His  church  in  faith.  Hence  they  could  no  more  consent  to  go  to  your  church, 
to  subject  to  public  discussion  the  tenets  inculcated  by  this  authority,  than  they  would 
agree  to  put  to  the  issue  of  a  public  meeting  the  very  existence  of  Christ,  or  the  value 
of  the  all-saving  atonement  of  the  Cross.  In  fact,  the  very  decision  of  consenting  to 
such  an  issue  would  be  equivalent  to  the  erecting  you  and  your  friends  unto  the  infal- 
lible authority  which  you  denounce,  and  which  you  challenge  me  to  defend  in  the  case 
before  us. 

The  second  paragraph  of  your  courteous  letter  to  me  goes  to  concede,  in  clear 
language,  the  premises ; — namely,  that  you  and  your  friends  may  be  wrong,  since  you 
admit  the  just  hypothesis  that  I  might  change  your  opinions.  On  the  part  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  I  could  not  admit  the  tenable  consistency  of  such  a  case,  our  faith 
being  founded  on  a  provision  which  excludes  the  defensible  possibility  of  change — 
namely,  an  infallible  authority,  promulgated  by  Christ,  officially  and  judicially  practised 
by  the  apostles,  and  still  further  guaranteed  through  all  coming  time  by  the  permanent 
legislative  presence  of  the  Holy  Ghost.  No  plausible  sophistry,  no  popular  discussion, 
no  award  of  men's  judgment,  no  majority  of  human  voices,  can  outbalance  this  testi- 
mony or  enactment  of  God,  which  secures  the  immutable  unity  of  our  faith,  no  more 
than  a  single  ray  of  light  can  pale  the  meridian  splendour  of  the  sun.  A  Roman 
Catholic  can  never,  therefore,  grant  the  tenable  possibility  of  the  case  which  you  admit, 
and  cannot,  therefore,  consent,  under  these  existing  laws,  to  the  popular  issue  involved 
in  your  communication. 

I  must  say,  however,  that  so  far  as  you  are  concerned,  you  are  strictly  true  to  your 
principles  in  resting  your  faith  on  the  issue  of  the  popular  will.  All  the  varieties  of 
all  the  reformation  creeds  are  the  results  of  private  individual  judgment,  or  of  public 
parliamentary  decisions.  All  these  creeds  are  the  acknowledged  creations  of  human 
authority — all  these  creeds  are  made  by  man  and  not  by  God.  And  they  have  been 
formed,  too,  to  fall  in  with  the  tastes,  and  the  peculiiirities,  and  the  prejudices  of  the 
vai'ious  times  in  which  they  were  enacted ;  and  the  clear  consequence  of  this  accom- 
modating principle  has  been  the  incongruous  fact, — namely,  that,  within  the  space  of 
three  hundred  years,  these  creeds  have  successively  passed  through  upwards  of  seven 
hundred  variations !  The  Roman  Catholics  smile  in  pity  at  a  faith  which  admits  the 
principle  of  progress !  they  cannot  comprehend  how  any  Christian  mind  can  call  that 
institution  as  divinely  established  by  Christ  which  is  still  continually  altered  by  men  ; 
and  they  are  astounded  to  hear  serious  men  declare  that  the  Holy  Ghost  could  be  the 
propounder  of  seven  hundred  varieties  of  belief  from  the  self-same  revelation.  They 
believe  that  faith,  in  point  of  doctrine  and  institution,  was  finished  by  Christ  and  the 


the  reforaiation  principle,  is  the  very  definition  of  error,  is  the  unmistakeable  mark  that 
you  have  lost — the  one  essential  true  faith ;  and  what  is  worse,  that  you  now  seek  to 
recover  it  in  the  wrong  channel,  namely,  the  decision  of  human  reason  in  public  con- 
troversy, and  the  award  of  human  sanction  in  popular  disputation.  AVhether,  there- 
fore, you  are  true  to  wrong  principles  in  deciding  faith  in  a  popular  assembly,  is  not  so 
much,  at  present,  the  object  of  my  unwilling  animadversion,  as  to  tell  you  that  I  am 
true  to  the  ancient  Catholic  doctrine  in  not  admitting  such  a  changeable  and  such  an 
incongruous  authority. 

In  your  third  paragraph,  you  say  you  select  for  assault  "  the  three  first  canons  of  tlie 
Council  of  Trent."  With  great  respect,  I  presume  to  tell  you  that  "the  three  first 
Canons  of  the  Council  of  Trent "  do  not  treat  of  the  Mass — they  have  reference  to  the 
doctrine  of  "justification  by  grace  through  Jesus  Christ" — a  belief  which  I  fancy  you 
do  not  deny.  I  therefore  think  you  have  made  a  mistake  in  the  canons  referred  to  in 
your  letter. 

Referring  to  the  remaining  portion  of  your  letter,  I  feel  quite  assured  (judging  from 
the  tone  of  your  communication),  that  so  far  as  could  be  expected,  you  would  conduct 
the  controversy  to  which  you  invite  me  with  an  amicable  temper ;  but  you  will  permit 
me  to  say  that,  from  my  experience  of  public  controversial  discussions,  a  severe  wound 
is  always  inflicted  on  true  religion  by  these  disputations.  Public  animosities  are  en- 
gendered,— religious  rancour  is  inflamed, — social  harmony  is  disturbed, — the  charities 
of  the  Gospel  are  extinguished,  and  even  the  ties  of  long-matured  friendship  are  but 
too  often  rent  asunder  by  the  mutual  argumentative  reci-imination  of  theological  com- 
bat.— Catholics,  whose  faith  is  fixed  since  the  beginning  of  the  new  law,  can  receive  no 
benefit  from  these  displays  of  argumentation.  Dissenters  have  their  old  prejudices 
awakened,  their  dormant  intolerance  revived,  and  they  are  often  driven  into  greater 
errors  than  their  former  novelties,  seeking  a  refuge  from  their  inconsistencies  in  the 
unbounded  license  of  naked  infidelity.  These  views  are  the  result  of  my  experience  of 
public  religious  discussion  ;  and  while  I  place  them  with  honest  frankness  before  society, 
being  convinced  they  will  meet  the  approval  of  every  reasonable  Christian  man  in  the 
community  who  witnesses  the  religious  contentions,  and  reads  the  accounts  of  the 
fanatical  bigotry,  with  which  this  country  is  convulsed  and  degraded,  I  should  therefore 
suggest  to  you,  reverend  Sir,  that  our  doctrine  can  be  better  learned  from  the  cool, 
clear  pen  of  learned  divines  tlian  from  the  incautious  extemporaneous  expression  of 
heated  debate ;  and  I  shall  add,  that  a  mind  and  a  heart  seeking  really  the  knowledge 
of  the  trutli  (as  I  feel  confident  you  are),  are  more  aptly  fitted  to  receive  the  impressions 
of  grace,  in  silent  prayer,  and  in  deliberate  dispassionate  study,  than  in  a  crowded 
meeting  of  contending  parties  where  the  passions  are  inflamed,  and  the  judgment 
warped  by  the  excitements  of  public  rivalship,  and  the  hostile  prejudices  of  party 
triumph.  My  long  professional  studies,  the  vai'ied  chairs  of  science  which  I  have  filled, 
are,  I  presume  to  say,  a  sufficient  guarantee  that  the  foregoing  observations  are  the 
sole  considerations  which  influence  me  in  the  course  Avhich  I  am  about  to  adopt  in  the 
case  at  issue ;  and  for  these  reasons,  therefore,  you  will  be  pleased,  Sir,  to  excuse  me  if 
I  decline  the  challenge  to  which  you  invite  me. 

In  the  course  of  religious  lectures,  which  I  am  called  on  to  deliver  in  this  country  and 
elsewhere,  I  have  never  invited  Protestants  to  attend.  If  they  honour  me  by  their 
presence  I  take  care  never  knowingly  to  wound  their  conscientious  feelings,  either 
directly  or  indirectly ;  and  I  never  address  my  instructions  to  any  hearers  but  to  Roman 
Catholics.  You,  therefore,  have  no  right  to  call  on  me  to  account  for  the  doctrine 
which  I  have  a  right  to  teach  to  my  people.  You  have  thought  proper  to  send  to  me 
the  challenge  referred  to  in  this  letter,  and  I  have  considered  it  my  duty  (from  the  tone 
of  that  communication)  to  reply  to  it ;  but  as  you  can  have  no  claim  on  me  for  the 
continuance  of  your  respected,  yet  gratuitous  correspondence,  you  will  give  me  leave 
to  say  that  my  numerous  engagements  will  not  permit  me  to  answer  any  future  letters 
which  you  may  think  proper  to  address  to  me  on  this  subject. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Rev.  Sir,  with  high  and  courteous  regard,  your  obedient 

"""'"Zril  12,  1853.  »•  W.  CAHILL,  D.D. 

P.S. — As  your  challenge  has  been  already  made  public,  through  newspapers  and 
placards,  I  shall  send  this  communication  to  the  Glasgow  Free  Press,  for  reluctant 
publication. 

THE  REJOINDER. 

To  THE  Rev.  Dr.  Cahill — Dear  Sir, — I  had  set  my  heart  very  much  on  the  meet- 
ing which  I  proposed  to  you  •,  and,  notwithstanding  the  adverse  assurances  of  friends 
that  you  would  not  venture  your  character  in  the  conflict,  I  entertained  hope  to  the 
very  last.  My  disappointment  is  increased  by  the  courteous  tone  of  your  reply,  which 
convinces  me.  that,  had  von  conscntp.d  to  mnft  mo.  von  would  have  acted  vour  nai't 


reply  with  the  slightest  expectation  that  it  would  effect  any  change  in  my  views,  or 
even,  that  it  would  convince  nic  that  you  are  so  thoroughly  satisfied  of  the  truth  of 
your  professed  system,  as  to  have  no  apprehension  of  its  being  vitally  damaged  in  the 
encounter.  The  effect  produced  on  me  is  precisely  the  opposite  of  this :  there  is  an 
inflation  and  straining  in  the  statement  of  the  reasons  of  your  faith,  which  usually  in- 
dicate a  mind  ill  at  ease,  and  which,  by  strong  pleonastic  expression,  endeavours  to 
beat  down  its  own  doubts  and  misgivings :  and  then  these  reasons  are  such  that,  making 
all  allowance  for  the  different  training  of  the  Popish  and  Protestant  mind,  it  yet  passes 
ray  comprehension  how  any  one  exercised  in  argument  and  reflection  can  possibly  be 
satisfied  with  them. 

Since,  then,  your  reply  must  have  been  framed  rather  for  your  friends  than  for  me, 
and  as  an  apology  to  the  public  for  declining  the  acceptance  of  my  challenge,  I  equally 
address  you  thus  publicly,  and  especially  when  you  interdict  all  further  personal  inter- 
course :  only,  I  beg  you  will  distinctly  understand,  that  my  challenge  lies  at  your  feet 
during  the  course  of  the  next  six  months,  in  the  original  terms  of  its  deposition  ;  and 
one  of  the  objects  of  this  Rejoinder  is  to  provoke  you  to  take  it  up.  I  therefore  proceed 
to  the  dissection  and  exposure  of  your  letter. 

First.  Towards  its  conclusion,  though  you  admit  that  I  have  treated  you  personally 
with  courtesy — for  your  discernment  of  which,  amid  the  assaults  made  on  your  faith,  I 
am  in  no  common  degree  glad — yet  you  protest  against  my  gratuitous  interference  with 
your  teaching,  since  it  is  limited,  so  far  as  invitation  is  concerned,  to  your  oivn  people, 
meaning  thereby,  the  Roman  Catholic  portion  of  the  population.  How,  Sir,  does  this 
consist  with  facts  ?  Were  your  advei'tisements,  as  placarded  throughout  our  streets, 
and  inserted  in  our  Protestant  newspapers,  designed  for  that  class  alone?  But, 
although  the  invitation  had  been  expressly  limited,  I  deny  that  that  portion  of  the 
population  are  yoias  in  any  sense  which  gives  you  the  exclusive  right  of  their  superin- 
tendence. Their  voluntary  resigning  of  themselves  to  your  care  no  doubt  establishes 
for  you  a  peculiar  claim,  a  certain  length.  But  they  have  as  little  authority  for  making 
that  resignation  entire  and  unqualified,  as  you  have  for  accepting  of  it,  if  pi'offered. 
In  many  respects  they  are  as  much  mine  as  they  are  yours,  and  in  some  respects  less 
yours  than  they  are  mine.  As  they  are  men,  they  are  my  brethren  equally ;  as  they  are 
inhabitants  of  the  United  Kingdom,  they  are  equally  my  fellow-subjects,  in  which  relation 
I  am  more  concerned  about  their  patriotism  and  loyalty  than  you  are,  (you  understand 
me,  Sir ;)  and  if  the  greater  part  of  them,  as  being  Irishmen,  are  more  yours  by  the 
bond  of  a  common  nativity,  that  is  more  than  compensated  by  their  being  more  mine  by 
the  bond  of  a  common  citizenship,  through  which  the  safety  of  my  person,  that  it  may 
not  suffer  from  violence,  and  the  preservation  of  my  wealth  that  it  may  not  be 
plundered  by  robbery  or  exoi'bitant  Rates  for  the  support  of  Pauperism,  are  very  deeply 
concerned  in  their  morals.  Sir,  if  the  Confessional  of  Glasgow  be  administered  accord- 
ing to  the  principles  of  Saint  Liguori,  which  Cardinal  Wiseman  celebrates  as  being  the 
very  quintessence  of  Popish  Wisdom,  then  is  it  a  sanctuary  for  thieves,  and  many  other 
base  and  dangerous  characters  besides ;  and  I  claim  the  right  of  self-preservation  to 
blow  it  up.  Yea,  Sir,  even  as  native  Irishmen,  these  men  are  more  mine  than  they 
are  yours.  I  have  not  been  sparing  in  my  lifetime  of  testimony  against  the  misgovern- 
ment  of  Ireland  by  our  Legislature:  But  of  late  years  that  has  been  greatly  rectified — 
€ven  further  than  much  that  is  misgovernmcnt  in  Scotland.  The  great  abiding  curse 
now  for  that  Island  is  your  priesthood,  who  by  retaining  the  people  in  spiritless,  in- 
active, depressing  ignorance,  plundering  them  by  fees,  and  exciting  them  to  discontent 
and  sedition,  have  made  it  a  wide  scene  of  misery  and  desolation  ;  whence  the  unhappy 
men  and  women  have  fled  with  their  children  in  tens  of  thousands,  seeking  the  security 
and  hospitality  of  our  shores.  Virtually,  you  expelled  them  from  their  native  home 
and  repudiated  them  ;  I  have  taken  them  in  and  adopted  them  :^they  are  mine,  Sir,  and 
none  of  yours. 

But,  Sir,  all  these  considerations  are  as  nothing  with  me :  and  although  the  Editor 
of  the  Free  Press, — the  necessity  of  being  indebted  to  whom  as  the  medium  of  your 
communications  to  the  public  entitles  you  to  much  sympathy — such  a  shame  is  he  to 
literature,  morals  and  manners — although  he  should  mock  at  what  he  calls  the  cant 
and  Puritanism,  insensible,  as  he  is,  in  the  grossness  of  his  nature,  to  everything  spiritual 
and  divine,  yet  you,  I  trust,  will  not,  when  I  plead,  that  these  Roman  Catholics  are 
children  of  ?»;/  God,  and  brethren  oimy  Redeemer;  and  that,  under  this  consideration, 
I  have  a  right  to  interfere,  when  I  am  convinced  that  they  are  misguided,  deluded,  and 
abused,  as  I  am  deeply  convinced  they  are,  by  the  impositions  of  your  church,  not  only 
to  their  own  degradation  and  ruin,  but  the  great  dishonour  of  God  and  his  Son.  Your 
Master,  Pius  the  Ninth,  claims  right  of  interference  with  the  whole  world,  not  only  to 
teach,  but  by  sword  and  cannon  to  enforce  the  reception  of  his  system  wherever  he 
safely  can.     (Will  you  meet  me,  and  dare  deny  that?)    I  envy  nothing  of  the  latter 


notwithstanding  the  atrocity  of  your  political  tirades,  there  are  good  remains  within 
you  of  a  generous  nature,  it  is  with  deep  commiseration  that  I  regard  you  as  committed 
to  the  profession  and  servile  obedience  of  a  system  of  which  Pio  Nono  is  the  dragon 
Head.  This  remark,  however,  on  your  position  is  only  a  reflection  by  the  way :  the 
direct  point  for  present  illustration  is  my  own  rights :  as  I  am  a  man,  having  part  and 
share  in  the  human  brotherhood — as  I  am  a  patriot,  having  an  interest  in  my  country's 
morals,  liberty,  happiness,  and  honour — as  I  am  a  lover  of  truth,  and  a  hater  of  all 
shams,  lies,  and  mercenary  imposture — but  especially  as  I  am  one  who  adores  God  and 
loves  His  Son  who  died  for  me,  I  claim  right,  not  pusillanimously  to  stand  on  the  de- 
fensive in  maintaining  what  I  believe  to  be  truth,  but,  wherever  I  can  find  an  opening, 
to  enter  through  the  fences  within  which  eiTor  hides  and  shelters  itself,  and  in  the  name 
of  God  to  slay  it.  Such  an  opening  I  hoped  I  might  find  in  your  hardihood — for  hardi- 
hood it  would  have  been  for  you  to  encounter  me  with  God's  Word  in  one  hand,  and 
the  Canons  of  Trent  in  the  other :  but  to  my  great  disappointment  and  deep  chagrin 
your  prudence  has  prevailed. 

Secondly  :  When  I  propose  in  my  challenge  that  we  assemble  a  company  of  our 
respective  friends  to  hear  both  sides,  and  judge  who  is  the  deceiver,  you  take  advantage 
of  the  terms  of  the  proposal  to  represent  me  and  my  Protestant  friends  as  being  in  a 
state  of  doubt  and  uncertainty  which  requires  determination  ;  whereas  all  your  Roman 
Catholic  friends  are  so  settled  in  their  convictions  that  they  have  no  doubts  which  need 
to  be  removed. 

Now,  Sir,  First  with  regard  to  myself,  I  think  that  my  denunciation  of  your  faith  as 
being  "blasphemous  exceedingly,"  betrays  no  symptom  of  wavering  of  mind  either  as 
to  the  merits  of  my  own,  or  the  demerits  of  yours.  Should  I  have  borrowed  an 
anathema  from  the  Council  to  persuade  you,  that  in  meeting  me  you  would  find  no 
want  of  decision  in  your  opponent? 

Secondly,  with  respect  to  my  friends ; — though  there  may  be  found  among  them  the 
occasional  Asaph-like  and  Peter-like  dark  doubting  and  distrust,  by  which  the  faith  of 
the  saints  is  checkered,  yet  I  am  certain  it  would  have  been  impossible  to  collect  my 
quota  of  600  persons,  not  Roman  Catholic,  from  the  whole  of  the  population  of  Glasgow, 
who  have  the  least  suspicion,  that  in  the  Popish  Mass  there  may,  after  all,  be  a  pre- 
sentation made  to  God  of  a  true  expiatoiy  sacrifice  of  the  true  body  and  blood  of  Christ ; 
and  which  avails  to  secure  the  forgiveness  of  the  sins  of  the  living,  and  the  deliverance 
of  the  souls  of  the  dead,  from  that  minor  hell  of  punishment  which  you  have  invented 
and  called  Purgatory.  No,  Sir,  there  is  no  suspicion  among  my  friends  that  this  may, 
by  any  possibility,  be  true.  But  here  is  what  thousands  of  them  doubt,  and  I  am 
deeply  ashamed  of  them  that  they  should  be  so  ignorant, — they  doubt,  if  you  and  your 
brethren  of  the  Roman  priesthood  are  such  deceivers  of  the  people  as  to  teach  and  in- 
culcate such  demoralizing  blasphemy;  and  so  mercenary  withal,  when  so  Judas-like 
you  make  sacrifices  of  the  Son  of  Man  for  pay:  this  is  their  doubt;  and  they  are  ready 
to  complain  of  me  and  my  brethren  in  the  ministry  of  the  Gospel  as  being  uncharitable 
and  bigotted,  when  we  exhibit  and  denounce  you  as  guilty  of  the  atrocity.  To  remove 
all  which  doubting  I  was  most  desirous  to  give  them  an  opportunity  of  judging  for 
themselves,  when  I  placed  you  in  the  Confessional,  and  let  them  hear  a  living  human 
being  declare,  that  he  believes,  that  Jesus  Christ  "  immolated  "  Himself  at  that  supper 
table,  that  night  before  his  crucifixion,  and  then,  and  there  offered  Himself  as  a  sacrifice 
to  his  Father :  and  moreover,  that  he,  this  same  living  human  being,  and  his  brother 
priests,  immolate  the  same  "  victim  "  every  Mass  they  perform,  with  as  much  sacrificial 
power  of  atonement  for  sin  as  when  H^  ofi'ered  Himself  on  the  Cross.  Sir,  I  would  not 
have  used  an  opprobrious  word  in  addressing  you ;  but,  by  simply  causing  you  to  confess, 
I  would  have  compelled  you  to  exhibit  yourself  as  a  spectacle  of  horror  to  every  soul 
present.  Popish  as  well  as  Protestant :  for  not  one  in  a  thousand  of  your  own  friends 
has  any  conception  of  what  are  the  pi-inciples  of  his  own  church. — Or,  would  you  have 
refused  to  confess  ?  I  trust  you  would,  for  the  sake  of  your  character  as  a  pious  man ; 
and  from  the  ambiguousness  of  your  lectures  I  think  it  is  probable  you  would.  But, 
Sir,  had  you  met  me,  with  that  rope  of  the  Council  of  Trent  round  your  neck,  no 
evasion  would  have  been  permitted,  and  your  suspension  would  have  been  inflicted 
inexorably. 

Thirdly,  with  respect  to  your  own  friends ; — if  you  imagine  that  all  the  professed 
Roman  Catholics  of  GlasgOAV  are  of  a  firmly  settled  faith,  which  needs  no  resolution  of 
doubts  and  misgivings,  you  are  very  deeply  deluded.  You  know  well,  that  throughout 
Italy,  and  especially  in  Rome  itself,  where  the  throne  of  your  power  is  erected,  your 
system  could  not  maintain  its  ground  for  an  hour  without  the  coercion  of  foreign 
bayonets — so  little  is  the  Italian  mind  persuaded  of  its  truth.  Equally  well  you  know, 
that  throughout  France  and  Austria,  Popery  is  in  the  smallest  measure  a  faith,  and 
almost  entirely  a  mere  earthly  policy.    And  full  sorely  you  know,  that  Ireland's  heart 
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It  would  be  wonderful  indeed,  if,  amid  this  general  commotion,  the  heart  of  Glasgow 
Popery  remained  sound.  Be  assured,  Sir,  there  is  a  great  heaving  of  thought  here  as 
elsewhere,  almost  in  every  case  in  which  there  is  any  thought  to  be  heaved.  And  if 
you  yourself  are  not  the  subject  of  any  misgivings  of  mind  respecting  the  truth  of  your 
system,  and  are  conscious  of  being  qualified  to  defend  it,  not  only  on  your  own  rostrum, 
where  you  get  everything  your  own  way,  but  where  there  is  one  to  question  your  state- 
ments and  test  your  evidences,  you  could  not  have  done  a  better  service  to  many 
troubled  Roman  Catholic  spirits  than  by  showing  in  your  debate  with  me  how  ground- 
less are  all  their  doubts. 

Wlicre  there  may  be  some  of  them  who  are  free  of  doubt,  so  much  the  more  are  they 
to  be  pitied,  on  account  of  their  mental  imbecility,  if  their  certainty  depend  on  such 
evidence  as  that  to  which  you  refer :  "  they  are  entirely  guided,"  you  say,  "by  a  living, 
speaking,  infallible  Authority,  which,  in  their  daily  reading  of  the  Scriptures,  they 
behold  expressed  in  the  clearest,  the  strongest,  the  most  obvious,  the  most  literal,  and 
the  most  emphatic  clauses  of  the  last  Will  and  Testament  of  our  blessed  Lord."  Thts 
contains  the  usual  assertion  of  the  claim  of  Infallibility  for  your  church,  lodged 
particularly  where  I  shall  presently  inquire.  But  there  is  something  so  peculiar  in  the 
manner  of  your  expressing  the  claim,  that  I  cannot  help  making  a  few  remarks  on  it 
before  examining  the  substance  of  the  question.  1st,  You  speak  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
community  as  exercising  themseh^es  daily  in  the  reading  of  the  Scriptures.  That's 
news.  Your  friends  must  be  astonished,  when  they  receive  this  information  about 
themselves  ;  they  never  knew  before  that  this  was  one  of  their  qualifications.  Daily 
Scripture  reading !  why,  that  beats  the  Protestants ;  and  there  is  no  doubting  of  its 
truth,  for  his  Reverence  says  it.  It  will  be  when  you  and  I  are  sleeping,  Tim.  And 
yet  again,  where  are  the  books  ?  In  fact  it  is  a  miracle  entirely,  brought  to  light  by 
that  great  "  bequeathment "  of  ours — Dr.  Cahill.  And,  then,  how  ardent  the  men 
must  be  in  their  love  of  the  exercise,  since  neither  has  the  Bishop  suspended  the  ban 
of  the  Pope  against  it ;  nor  do  you,  Sir,  or  your  brethren,  ever  inculcate  the  duty. 
Who  of  you  ever  preaches  on  that  text — "  Search  the  Scriptures,"  unless  it  be,  in  con- 
troversy with  Protestants,  to  contradict  the  commandment,  and  vilify  the  Book  as  being 
one  most  dangerous  for  promiscuous  use ?  Bequeathment !  Sir;  let  the  people  have 
the  Bible ;  that,  and  not  a  Priest,  is  the  bequeathment  of  their  Lord. — 2dly,  These 
diligent  Roman  Catholic  Scripture  readers  behold  the  substantial,  living,  speaking, 
infallible  Authority  expressed  everywliere:  daily  as  they  open  the  book  (it  cannot  surely 
be  every  day  at  the  same  place,)  the  Authority  presents  itself  to  their  eyes  in  its  im- 
perative majesty.  How  quick-sighted  these  Glasgow  friends  of  yours  must  be !  The 
inspired  Fathers  at  Trent  were  so  dai'k  and  discordant  in  their  views,  that  they  could 
not  decide  anything  on  the  subject ;  and  Cardinal  Bellarmine,  with  all  the  microscopic 
power  of  his  scholasticism,  could  discover  it  in  only  a  few  places.  The  improvement  in* 
spiritual  perception  must  be  wonderful  indeed,  when  even  the  Glasgow  hod-men  now 
discern  it  so  clearly.  What  a  shaqsening  of  wit  they  have  received  since  they  left 
Ireland  to  be  "brightened  up "  in  our  Protestant  city! 

And  yet,  Sir,  after  all,  have  these  daily  Scripture  readers  any  right  to  form  'an 
opinion  for  themselves  on  these  abounding  expressions  of  the  Bequeathment?  You 
know  they  have  not ;  and  it  is  a  mockery  for  you  to  express  yourself  by  saying  they 
"behold"  it,  as  if  they  Avere  permitted  to  exercise  "private  judgment"  on  any  subject 
whatever,  but  especially  on  that  fundamental  one,  the  authority  to  which  they  are  bound 
to  submit.  Here  is  Rome's  argument — in  former  times  it  was  called  the  Pope's  circle : 
"See,"  says  His  Supremacy,  "how  clearly,  strongly,  obviously, literally, unfiguratively, 
and  emphatically  my  authority  for  controlling  your  faith  is  expressed  in  these  words — 
Thou  art  Peter,  and  on  this  Rock  will  I  build  my  church''  "I  do  not  think,"  says  the 
man,  "  that  that  is  either  very  literal  or  clear  ;  what  is  my  authority  for  believing  that 
you  are  the  Rock?"  "You  have  my  authority,"  replies  His  Infallibility.  "What,'* 
exclaims  the  man,  "  you  plead  your  own  authority  in  proof  of  your  own  authority  V* 
"Yea,  sirrah,  I  do,"  replies  His  Arrogance ;  "  and  you  had  better  cease  your  saucy 
logic  ;  remember  I  have  a  temporal  key,  consisting  of  a  sword  of  literal  steel,  and  no 
mistake,  for  the  chastisement  of  those  who  refuse  submission  to  my  spiritual  key,  where- 
ever  I  have  an  opportunity  to  avenge  the  insult."  Such  is  the  Pope's  Circle.  And 
you  yourself.  Doctor,  do  not  always  speak  so  flatteringly  as  in  your  reply  to  me,  about 
the  qualifications  of  your  Scriptural  readers  to  discern  the  Bequeathment  by  their  own 
wit.  You  will  recollect  how,  recently  in  your  Lectures  in  St.  Joseph's,  you  made 
yourself,  and  attempted  to  make  your  audience,  merry  with  the  analogy  of  a  spinning 
girl  exercising  her  private  judgment  in  the  management  of  a  cotton  mill.  First,  the 
cases  are  not  analogous.  She  has  no  property  in  the  mill ;  whereas  every  saint  has 
property  in  the  Church.  It  is  one  of  your  usurpations  to  represent  it  as  belonging 
exclusively  to  the  Priesthood,  and  call  yourselves  the  Clergy,  while  the  title  belongs  by 


judges  to  be  justice  is  not  conceded,  she  will  leave  that  mill,  and  choose  another 
according  to  her  own  mind.  Ah,  Sir,  if  the  ladies  of  Rome,  on  whom  your  dastard 
Mastei* — after  his  return,  under  the  escort  of  the  infidel  republicans  of  France,  from  his 
postilion  flight — avenged  himself  so  brutally,  because  they  had  ministered  to  the  relief 
of  the  wounded  patriots,  had  but  half  the  liberty  of  private  judgment  enjoyed  by  Irish 
girls  in  our  Glasgow  mills,  the  sound  of  the  spinning  of  St.  Peter's  would  soon  die  away. 

Having  made  these  remarks  on  the  peculiar  manner  in  which  you  express  the 
common  doctrine  of  your  church  on  the  subject  of  Infallibility,  I  proceed  to  consider 
the  substance  of  the  question.  Your  Catholic  friends  are  guided,  you  say,  by  a  living, 
speaking,  infallible  Authority,  bequeathed  to  them  by  our  Lord,  as  if  on  his  death-bed. 
Now,  Sir,  tell  me  precisely  who  or  what  this  authority  is,  and  where  we  may  see  and 
hear  it?  Is  it  each  man's  own  Priest — Scanlan,  for  instance,  when  he  was  in  full 
orders,  if  he  is  not  so  still,  as  well  as  marked  with  the  indelible  scaur  of  ordination;  or, 
to  take  a  better  instance,  the  very  best  I  know  of — for  my  favourite  Cardinal  Bellar- 
raine  is  not  a  lioinq  authority,  and  Cai'dinal  Wiseman  has  been  convicted  so  extensively 
of  incompetency,  both  intellectually  and  morally,  that  it  is  impossible  he  can  be  a  con- 
stituent member  of  the  bequeathment — Dr.  Cahill,  then,  is  he  one  ?  No,  no,  says 
Modesty,  never  mention  it.  When  I  was  ordained  a  Priest  I  received  power  only  to 
make  Sacrifice  of  Christ  in  the  Mass,  and  to  pardon  men's  sins  in  the  Sacrament  of 
Penance;  that's  all.  I  got  no  gift  of  infallible  teaching,  whereof  that  unfortunate 
reply  to  the  Challenge  at  Glasgow  furnishes  melancholy  evidence.  How  I  was 
ensnared  !  Brethren,  take  warning  by  me.  Attempt  no  public  answers  for  our  faith. 
Hold  by  the  rule  of  our  ancestors,  as  recorded  2  Tim.  iii.  G.  That's  our  only  chance. 
— Bishop  Smith,  then?  Worse  and  worse  says  Modesty.  If  Dr.  Cahill,  "of  Euro- 
pean celebrity,"  be  incompetent,  what  presumption  it  would  be  for  me  to  pretend  to 
the  qualification  !  I  excel  him,  indeed,  in  one  respect,  as  being  a  link  in  that  Apos- 
tolic chain — consisting  only  of  Bishops — through  which  the  sacred  electricity  is  con- 
ducted for  the  ordaining  of  others ;  but  no  more  than  the  poorest  priest  am  I  entitled 
to  the  character  of  the  living,  speaking,  bequeathment  for  infallible  guidance. 

Who,  then,  Dr.  Cahill  ?  I  pray,  you  tell  us,  who  ?  The  question  is  the  Immaculate 
Conception  of  the  Virgin  by  her  reputed  Mother,  Anna.  The  hyperdulian  veneration 
has  made  it  one  of  great  importance  ever  since  the  worship  of  the  Virgin  was  intro- 
duced ;  but  it  is  now  of  more  importance  than  ever,  in  the  rapid  progress  which, 
according  to  the  acknowledgment  of  Padre  Mazio  of  the  Collegio  Romano,  the  religion 
of  Rome  is  making  towards  Maryism  in  preference  to  Christism.  Well,  with  whom  is 
the  Infallibility  deposited  for  the  determination?  O  Doctor,  your  Church's  Unity! 
when  you  are  in  a  state  of-  such  fierce  discord  with  one  another  about  what  is  so  fun- 
damental— the  party  to  whom  the  prerogative  of  the  Bequeathment  appertains.  There 
are  principally  three  opinions  about  which  you  quarrel.  One  party  contending  that 
the  prerogative  belongs  to  the  Pope,  of  himself,  provided  he  have  been  lawfully  elected, 
and  that  his  Bulls  have  the  seven  requirements  mentioned  by  Father  Mazio,  (see 
Seymour's  Mornings  among  the  Jesuits);  another  contending  that  it  belongs  to  the 
majority  of  an  oecumenical  Council,  provided  it  be  lawfully  assembled,  and  free  in  its 
deliberations ;  a  third,  that  it  belongs  to  the  two  united.  For  which  of  these.  Doctor, 
does  your  "  private  judgment"  decide  ?  and  to  which  of  them  do  you  send  the  people 
that  they  may  see  and  hear  the  Infallible  bequeathment  ?  I  fear  you  will  answer,  Pio 
Nono ;  and  let  me  explain  why  I  use  the  expression /ear.  I  have  much  to  do  at  times 
in  defending  myself  for  the  zeal  with  which  I  engaged  in  the  advocacy  of  Catholic 
emancipation ;  and  my  strongest  apology  is,  that  the  priesthood,  and  especially  the 
Bishops  in  Ireland,  of  that  day,  were,  to  a  great  extent,  as  having  been  educated  in 
France,  anti-ultramontane  in  their  principles,  denying,  along  with  the  Galilean  Church 
that  the  Infallibility  resides  in  the  Pope  ;  so  that  their  subjection  to  the  Roman  See 
■was  not  absolute,  but  greatly  qualified :  whereas  you  and  your  brethren  appear  to  be 
now  almost  universally  ultramontane,  with  your  allegiance  to  Victoria  (if  you  are  pos- 
sessed of  anything  worthy  of  that  name)  subordinated  to  that  which  you  render  to  the 
Italian  Impostor.  Hence,  at  your  convivial  meetings,  when  there  is  no  pretence  of 
your  being  assembled  for  a  religious  purpose,  (in  which  case  the  preferring  of  an  eccle- 
siastical authority  might  be  consistent  enough),  as  a  political,  or,  if  you  will,  a  civil 
toast,  you  give  the  name  of  the  Pope  the  precedence ;  feasting,  as  you  are,  under  the 
protection  of  our  Queen's  sceptre,  magnanimously  protecting  you  in  peace,  even  in  the 
utterance  of  your  furious  sedition.  Sir,  it  would  be  a  pollution  of  Victoria's  name  to 
mention  it  in  any  juxtaposition  whatever  with  that  of  the  blood-smeared  perjurer  ;  but, 
to  mention  it  after  his,  indicates  the  deep  malignancy  of  your  disaffection  to  her  crown.* 

*  The  last  instance  was  on  the  occasion  of  the  farewell  banquet  given  to  Dr.  Cahill  in  our  City  Hall, 
Jlay  10th.  The  Glasgow  Chronicle  reports  as  follows  : — "After  tea,  which  was  drunk  without  the  accus- 
tomed formality  of  asking  a  blessing  or  returning  thanks,  the  Chairman  (the  Rev.  Mr.  Danaher)  rose  and 
gave,  as  the  first  toast  or  sentiment — *  The  most  exalted  and  most  venerable  of  human  beings,  the  Vicar 
of  Christ,  the  Successor  of  an  hundred  saints,  the  Centre  of  Catholic  Unity,  the  pastor,  and  father,  and 


Well,  you  decide  for  the  Pope  as  the  Infallible  Arbiter  in  the  referred  question :  and 
he,  in  gratitude  for  the  Virgin's  coup  d'  etat  in  re-imposing  his  hated  authority  on  pro- 
testing Rome — for  he  himself  says  it  was  she  who  did  it  all — declares  for  the  Immacu- 
late Conception  ;  and  although  the  Gallican  Church,  in  the  midst  of  the  universal 
unity,  treat  the  Bull  with  contempt,  you  Ultramontancse  receive  it  reverently.  Ave 
Marie!  But — (what perplexity  that  but  occasions  them  whose  faith  is  infallibly  deter- 
mined, as  well  as  other  mortals  I)  there  are  several  points  in  the  Bull  very  mystical  and 
obscure,  about  which  there  is  a  great  contention.  Who  shall  determine  the  meaning? 
Neither  priest  nor  bishop  has  received  the  infallible  qualification.  It  requires  far  more 
wisdom  to  inteipret  the  Pope's  interpi'etation  of  the  Scripture,  than  to  interpret  the 
Scripture  itself:  so  back  the  Bull  is  despatched  to  the  Vatican,  to  ascertain  the  Pope's 
meaning  of  the  Pope's  meaning,  and  to  get  him  to  speak  less  ambiguously  about 
Joachim  and  Anna,  the  parents  of  the  Immaculate  child, — if  they  were  immaculate 
too.  But,  before  the  Rescript  has  arrived,  Pope  dies.  Long  life  to  you  Dr.  Cahill !  I 
hope  you  will  survive  the  miscreant.  But  that  may  cost  you  not  a  little  confusion  and 
shame.  Pio  Decimo  revokes  the  Bull  of  Pio  Nono,  as  many  an  infallible  Pope  has 
done  by  the  Bulls  of  his  infallible  predecessors ;  and  poor  Dr.  Cahill,  who  had  been 
exulting  in  his  hyperdalian  chants  with  such  rapture  and  ecstacy,  now  feels  that,  in  the 
polluted  state  of  the  object  of  his  worship,  she  scarcely  deserves  a  dulia.  Och  Hon  ! 
dooh,  indeed ! 

Thirdly. — I  have  fallen  into  a  remark  on  your  own  faith  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
preceding  paragraph,  though  the  subject  was  properly  the  faith  of  the  people,  as  pre- 
scribed to  them  by  the  living  visible  Bequeathment,  pro  tempore  of  Pio  Nono  "  the 
most  august  of  all  human  beings — fi-om  the  rising  to  the  setting  sun" — elder  twin 
brother  of  the  Emperor  of  the  Chinese.  I  proceed  to  consider  that  faith  o^ your  own 
more  particularly,  as  spoken  of  at  the  commencement  of  your  letter  :  "The  history  of 
all  Christian  antiquity  bears  testimony  through  all  nations  and  peoples,  to  the  existence 
and  entirety  of  my  belief  at  the  time  of  your  separation."  Now,  Sir,  this  is  all  very 
good  as  designed  for  perpetuating  the  delusion  of  your  ignorant  friends  ;  but  you  can- 
not have  expected  that,  as  an  historical  statement,  I  would  view  it  otherwise  than  as 
an  Irish  joke.  The  best  antiquity,  and  the  only  which  is  authoritative,  is  that  of  the 
apostolic  age ;  and  the  only  authentic  history  of  that  age  is  contained  in  the  New 
Testament.  But  if  you  had  agreed  to  meet  me,  I  would  have  exposed  your  system 
as  constructed  in  violent  defiance  and  contradiction  of  the  New  Testament's  de- 
clarations. It  is  enough,  however,  that  I  at  present  take  ground  which  you  yourself 
admit  to  be  good,  viz.,  that  from  the  New  Testament  alone  it  would  be  impossible 
to  derive  your  system.  A  principal  vocation  of  your  life  is  "  to  add  to  the  pro- 
phecies of  the  Book,"  not  to  speak  of  "taking  away  from  them,"  under  the  alle- 
gation, that  it  is  not  a  sufficient,  but  rather  by  itself  a  delusive  and  pernicious  Rule  of 
Faith.  Bethink  yourself,  Sir ;  it  is  no  joke,  in  its  consequences,  to  speak  that  way  of 
*'  the  Glorious  Gospel  of  the  Blessed  God." 

The  second  era  of  antiquity  is  that  of  the  Fathers — say,  from  the  end  of  the  first  to 
the  beginning  of  the  sixth  century.  Well,  Sir,  there  are  not  a  few  reasons  wherefore 
we  Protestants  value  the  Fathers  highly.  But,  in  the  question  of  making  them  autho- 
rities for  a  creed.  What  class  of  men,  I  ask,  is  there,  throughout  the  circle  of  literature, 
belonging  to  one  pi'ofession,  which  exhibits  so  much  mutual  contradiction,  yea  contra- 
diction each  man  of  his  own  self?  But  especially,  who  of  them  is  it,  although  it  may  be 
proved  he  held  some  of  your  corruptions  in  a  state  of  embryo,  that  can  be  instanced  as 
having  professed  and  practised  anything  which  bears  the  faintest  resemblance  to  your 
system,  as  distinctive  from  a  Bible  Protestantism  ?  Yea,  from  the  entire  body  of  them, 
by  picking  out  the  fancy  of  one  here,  and  the  fancy  of  another  there,  would  it  be  pos- 
sible, through  combining  them,  to  build  up  the  hideous  and  fantastic  structure  of — 
the  Supremacy  and  Infallibility  of  the  Bishop  of  Rome — the  immolation  of  Christ  in 
the  Mass  as  a  true  expiatory  Sacrifice — the  denial  of  the  cup  to  the  laity — Auricular 
Confession  ;  and  the  judicial  pardon  of  men's  sins  for  eternity  by  a  priest,  it  signifying 
nothing  that  he  should  be  ever  so  wicked,  even  particeps  criminis,  the  implicated 
adulterer  with  the  confessing  adultress,  provided  he  hold  the  mechanical,  mesmeric, 
apostolical  succession — Purgatory  (what  a  hellish  invention  !) — Indulgences  (what  a 
mercenary  imposture !) — the  Hyperdulia  of  the  Virgin  and  the  Dulia  of  other  saints 
(what  Idolatry  !) — the  adoration  of  images  (what  heathenism  !) — the  veneration  of  rags, 
rotten  bones,  and  rusty  nails — Rosaries,  Scapulars,  and  similar  curiosities  innumerable  ? 
(what  degradation !)  And  now,  there  ai*e  Clement,  Ignatius,  Polycarp,  Justin,  Tertul- 
lian,  Origen,  Cyprian,  Lactantius,  Athanasius,  the  two  Gregories,  Basil,  Cyril,  Jerome, 
Augustin,  Chrysostom — these  men  held  the  forestated  system  of  yours — and  in  its 
entirety  too,  full  blown !  for  Popish  truth,  being  perfect  from  the  first,  is  incapable  of 
improvement  or  development — they  got  it  from  the  Apostle  Paul  who  went  round  the 
churches,  confessinsr  men  and  women  in  a  -nriA^atp.  Box.  nardnninp-  them   their  sins. 
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primitive  clnircli.  Not  only  is  there  want  of  evidence  for  this,  there  is  abundant  proof 
flatly  contradictory.  An  exact  date  is  in  many  instances  assignable  for  the  corrupt 
innovations.  And  it  is  remarkable,  that,  just  as  in  one  direction  Layard  and  his  fellow 
labourers  ai'e  raising  up  from  the  ruins  of  Nineveh  and  Babylon  fresh  illustrations  of  the 
venerableness  of  that  Bible  which  you  defame  (meet  me  and  I  will  prove  it  on  you) ; 
so,  in  another,  Chevalier  Bunsen  and  his  fellow  labourers,  should  from  the  dusty  shelves 
of  libraries,  and  the  cells  of  eastern  monks,  be  bringing  forth  fresh  evidence  for  the 
condemnation  of  Popery  as  an  impure  innovation  on  the  ancient  faith.  But  it  is 
useless  to  speak  to  a  Papist  about  discoveries :  what  with  slothful  stolidity  of  mind, 
incapacitated  for  thought  by  the  cjishioning  of  his  intellect,  and  what  with  haughty 
self-sufficiency  as  being  already  perfect,  he  will  not  read  like  other  men.  His  faith  is 
fixed,  and  admits  neither  of  improvement  nor  development — fixed,  not  by  the  Fathers : 
by  what  authority  we  shall  presently  see. 

I  pass  over  the  third  and  fourth  eras  of  antiquity — those  of  the  Dark  Ages  and 
Scholastic  trifling  and  discord — and  hasten  to  a  consideration  of  the  epoch  of  the 
Council  of  Trent.  The  mention  of  that  Council  should  make  every  intelligent  Roman 
Catholic  wince  with  pain  ;  both  on  account  of  its  character  and  the  manner  in  which 
it  has  enslaved  his  faith.  Your  friends,  Sir,  if  not  you  yourself,  are  accustomed  to 
declaim  on  the  profligacy  of  the  character  of  Henry  VIH.,  who,  although  he  continued 
to  be  a  bloody  upholder  of  your  system  in  all  points  but  one,  was  yet  the  liberator  of 
England  from  the  thraldom  of  the  Pope.  These  friends  show  their  gross  ignorance  in 
representing  him  as  having  been  the  founder  of  the  Protestant  Church  in  that  land. 
If  he  was  one  part  ours,  he  was  nine  parts  yours :  our  one  being  the  only  good  thing 
in  him.  But  although  he  had  been  the  Founder  of  that  Church,  yet  his  character 
would  bear  a  favourable  comparison  Avith  that  of  Pope  Paul  III.,  the  original  convener 
of  the  Council  of  Trent.  There  had  been  men  of  more  infamous  character  Popes 
before,  and  there  is  one,  more  Cain-like,  Judas-like,  Pope  at  present:  but  that  is 
gaying  little  for  Paul.  There  are  high  degrees  of  enormity  which  range  under  that 
to  which  many  Popes  have  risen.  If  you  would  see  what  lengths  men  can  go  in  coping 
with  devils,  you  must  look  for  your  exemplars  to  "  the  substantial  living  bequeath- 
ment,"  the  Popedom.  Can  you  point  me.  Sir,  to  the  names  of  any  greater  villains  in 
the  calendar  of  crime,  all  the  world  over,  than  were  Sergius  III.,  John  X.,  John  XL, 
John  XII.,  and  Alexander  Borgia,  unless  it  be  some  other  of  the  demoniac  fraternity; 
for  I  have  felt  some  difficulty  in  making  a  selection — there  is  such  a  legion  of  them  ? 
Well,  Paul  was  a  moderate  sinner  for  a  Pope ;  for  he  had  only  two  bastard  sons,  so 
far  as  the  world  knew,  or  history  has  recorded.  That  occasioned  no  odium  at  Rome, 
your  church's  sanctuary,  the  shrine  of  the  Bequeathment,  where  the  law  for  the  Priest- 
hood was  damnation  for  marriage  and  full  scope  for  whoredom.  The  following  cir- 
cumstance, however,  occasioned  gi-eat  scandal,  as  being  an  unfair  distribution  of  the 
ecclesiastical  spoil.  Through  these  two  sons  Paul  had  two  grandchildren,  one  of 
whom  he  made  a  cardinal  at  the  age  of  sixteen,  the  other  at  the  age  of  fourteen. 
Venerable  boys  !  Literal,  substantial  scions  of  the  "great  bequeathment."  These  be 
thy  gods,  O  Rome. 

Such  was  the  man — such  the  profligate,  who  as  Vicar  of  Christ  convened  the  Coun- 
cil of  Trent.  He  did  it  most  reluctantly,  being  coerced  by  the  Emperor  ;  for  person- 
ally he  had  great  reason  to  apprehend  the  demanded  reform  of  the  grossest  abuses  in 
that  church  of  yours,  of  which  you  speak  so  amusingly,  as  having  ever  been,  as  now, 
entirely  apostolic,  with  the  Shechinah  of  "  the  bequeathment "  blazing  in  its  sanctuary 
— the  brothel  Vatican.  Paul,  therefore,  commissioned  the  presiding  Legates  with 
instructions  of  the  most  arbitrary  nature  for  controlling  the  proceedings — bribed  one 
portion  of  the  members,  and  intimidated  another.  In  spite  of  all  precautions,  how- 
ever, even  the  semblance  of  Unity  was  not  preserved.  The  fiercest  dissension  raged 
among  the  inspired  Fathers.  More  than  once  the  Council  was  on  the  point  of  explo- 
sion, so  as  to  be  made  the  laughing-stock  of  all  Europe :  and  it  was  saved  the  catastrophe 
only  by  the  most  dexterous  and  unprincipled  management.  Even  thus,  not  a  few  of 
its  important  canons,  carried  by  a  majority,  swept  down  by  their  curse  some  of  the 
most  eminent  of  its  own  prelates,  equally  with  the  Protestants  against  Avhom  they  were 
directed.  Never  was  the  honour  of  the  Holy  Ghost  so  outraged,  as  when  the  Decrees 
of  those  men  were  issued  in  His  name.  And,  Sir,  regarding  you  as  a  gentleman  of 
highly  respectable  intelligence,  I  deeply  deplore  your  case,  that  you  should  be  tempted 
by  circumstances  to  prostrate  your  mind  before  an  authority  so  base;  and  employ  your 
scholarship  and  accomplishments  in  an  attempt  to  retain  others  in  the  ignominious,  de- 
moralizing, and  ruinous  servitude.    So  much  for  the  antiquity  of  the  entirety  of  your  creed. 

FouETHLT. — Having  reviewed  the  foundation  o^your  faith,  I  proceed  to  consider  your 
account  of  the  foundation  of  mine,  and  that  of  my  protestant  brethren.  It  is  this  part 
of  your  letter  alone,  of  which  I  am  disposed  to  complain  as  written  in  a  spirit  of  misre- 
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ing  to  put  my  own  faith  and  that  of  my  friends  to  the  venture  of  the  decision  of  a 
public  meeting ;  and  then  so  generously  give  mo  credit  for  consistency,  since  it  is  a 
principle  of  protestantism  to  receive  its  faith  either  from  such  popular  decisions,  or 
parliamentary  enactments. 

Now,  Sir,  where  in  all  my  challenge  is  there  a  word  which  authorizes  you  to  speak 
in  this  manner  ?  A  vote  by  the  meeting,  either  to  declare  which  of  us  held  the  truth, 
or  which  of  us  had  excelled  in  conducting'  his  own  case,  formed  no  condition  of  the 
debate.  As  a  protestant  I  could  not  propose  the  former ;  and  I  am  not  so  self-confident 
as  to  have  proposed  the  latter,  in  conflict  with  you  so  practised  in  fence;  for  the  secret 
of  all  that  may  appear  courageous  in  my  challenge  lies  in  the  length,  the  sharpness,  the 
temper  and  strength  of  my  Sword,  not  in  my  dexterity  in  wielding  it ;  and  especially 
when  I  knew  that  you  Avould  meet  me  with  nothing  but  a  *'  dagger  of  i-otten  lath" — vain 
traditions.  My  original  challenge  was  and  continues  to  be,  that  you  give  your  friends 
and  mine  an  opportunity  of  hearing  us  both,  that  each  man  may  judge  for  himself:  but, 
no  voting.  It  is  you,  Sii*,  and  your  friends,  and  not  I  and  mine,  whose  faith  is  determined 
in  this  manner.  The  Decrees  and  Canons  cf  Trent  have  been  voted  down  the  throat 
of  your  choking  reason,  common  sense,  and  scriptural  knowledge  (where  there  is  any) 
by  majorities  of  fiercely  contending  and  mutually  anathematizing  men :  the  majorities 
being  in  a  multitude  of  instances  gained  by  the  trickery,  bribery,  and  threatening  of 
Paul  III.,  and  successors  of  like  infamous  character. 

Lest  your  misrepresentation,  however,  should  have  been  made  in  ignorance,  let  me 
inform  you  what  we  protestants  are.  1st.  We  are  a  people  to  whom  the  bequeath- 
ment  has  been  made  of  the  Infallible  Bible,  for  our  enlightenment,  guidance  and 
government.  2d.  We  are  a  people  who  have  been  endowed  with  Reason  to  perceive 
and  investigate  the  truths  Avhich  that  Bible  contains.  3d.  We  have  received  the 
bequeathment  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  who,  ever  dwelling  in  the  midst  of  the  church,  waits 
with  his  secret  influence  to  aid  each  humble  and  prayerful  inquirer.  I  am  glad  to  see 
from  the  conclusion  of  your  letter,  that  you  appear  to  have  some  perception  and  appre- 
ciation of  this  precious  bequeathment.  4th.  W^e  have  received  the  bequeathment  of 
pastors — a  class  of  men  whom  according  to  the  ordinance  of  the  Lord  we  elect  on 
account  of  their  superior  attainments,  not  "as  lords"  over  us,  (1  Peter  v.  10,)  but  as 
helpers  of  our  faith,  when  they  furnish  us  with  materials  for  private  judgment.  .5th. 
Many  of  us  received  in  our  youth  the  great  boon  of  the  instruction  of  pious  parents 
and  faithful  teachers.  6th.  We  enjoy  the  aid  of  one  another's  brotherly  conversation  : 
and  7th.  There  has  been  bequeathed  to  us,  that  which  you  also  seem  to  appreciate,  a 
great  multitude  of  books  of  learned  and  holy  men,  similar  in  their  advantage  to  that 
derived  from  pastors,  parents,  teachers,  and  brethren,  when  they  furnish  materials  for 
each  man  and  woman,  in  the  exercise  of  their  private  judgment,  determining  for  them- 
selves the  meaning  of  the  oracles  of  God. 

Such  is  the  Protestantism  even  of  our  Established  Churches.  As  a  Dissenter,  and 
one  somewhat  zealous,  I  can  feel  no  partiality  in  defending  them  ;  but  your  assault  of 
British  Protestantism  through  their  sides,  warrants  my  interfering  for  their  vindication. 
My  answer  then  is,  that  although  their  creed  is  sanctioned  and  endowed  by  Parlia- 
ment, yet,  it  is  only  as  in  the  exercise  of  private  judgment  the  people  approve  of  that 
creed,  that  they  enter  into  or  abide  in  these  churches.  I  admit  this  was  not  always 
the  case.  Both  legislators  and  priests,  with  the  wicked  leaven  of  your  church  not  tho- 
roughly purged  out  of  them,  endeav^oured  at  first  to  coerce  the  reception  of  their  creed ; 
but  a  people  conscious  of  their  birthrights  resisted  the  tyranny,  and  ultimately  secured 
that  Toleration  under  which  you  and  I,  and  you  as  much  as  I,  enjoy  the  liberty  of 
worshipping  God  in  what  manner  soever  we  please.  But  our  fellow-subjects  of  the 
Established  Churches  enjoy  the  same  liberty;  so  thvat  when  any  one  is  observed  wor- 
shipping within  their  Avails,  candour  demands  that  he  be  judged  of  as  being  there,  not 
because  he  has  succumbed  to  parliamentary  dictation,  as  you  injuriously  afiirm,  but 
because  the  parliamentary  creed  recommends  itself  to  his  private  judgment,  as  being 
founded  on  the  Word  of  God.  But  although  he  were  proved  to  have  received  his  creed 
either  under  coercion,  or  through  childish  implicit  faith,  merely  because  Cranmer  and 
Knox  drew  up  its  articles  and  British  Senators  legislated  it,  would  he  be  one  half  so 
ignominious,  one  hundredth  of  a  chance  so  probably  deluded,  as  the  man  who  receives 
his,  because  Paul  III.  conceived  it,  and  the  Tuscan  Jailer  and  Garrotter  enforces  it? 
But  I  am  making  a  gi-atuitous  supposition.  Thei*e  is  no  such  coercion  in  these  lands,  which 
with  a  mighty  hand  and  outstretched  arm  God  delivered  from  your  Hangman  Church. 
All  is  voluntary  throughout  our  coasts,  except  the  subjection  of  your  friends,  (imposed 
by  your  priestly  terrorism,)  who  have  renounced  their  manhood  of  judging  for  them- 
selves, and  put  on  the  yoke  of  an  ill-educated  priesthood — the  present  company  always 
excepted  ;  yourself,  Doctor,  a  man  of  European  fame — famous  for  nothing  so  much  as 
the  impunity  with  which  you  are  permitted  to  sow  sedition  among  the  subjects  of  the 
Queenj  who  can  magnanimously  aftbi'd  to  tolerate  it ;  whereas  the  Jailer-Duke  cannot 
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tcstant  Britain  will  be  in  the  foi'in  of  exiled  beggars  fleeing  to  her  asylum  from  the 
fury  of  their  oppressed  subjects,  when  they  have  risen  in  their  millions  to  the  merited 
vengeance. 

This  short  digression  is  to  be  placed  to  the  account  of  your  own  European  fame ; 
and  I  return  to  the  question  of  "  private  judgment."  This  evil  principle,  you  say,  has 
operated  in  such  a  manner  that,  within  the  space  of  three  hundred  years,  Protestant 
creeds  have  successively  passed  through  upwards  of  seven  hundred  variations.  When 
you  were  rhetorical,  you  might  have  said  ten  thousand  at  once.  Seven  hundred  is  an 
inelegant  and  clumsy  number  for  a  flourish.  But,  to  be  serious,  who  are  you,  Sir, 
that  you  should  make  variations  in  creed  an  objection  to  Protestants?  Your  boasted 
Unity  consists  of  nothing  but  a  rude,  external,  mechanical  conglomeration  and  com- 
pression of  discordant  elements  by  ecclesiastical  and  civil  law,  together  with  the  fear 
of  loss  and  the  mercenary  hope  of  gain.  Was  there  Unity  of  Faith  without  variety  of 
opinion  in  the  Popish  Church  before  the  Eeformation  ?  Why,  in  spite  of  the  Bequeath- 
ment  it  was  a  perfect  Babel  of  mutual  contradiction.  Had  such  small  measures  of 
difference  of  views  as  have  prevailed  to  separate  Protestants  into  different  denomina- 
tional sections  prevailed  to  separate  Papists,  instead  of  its  requiring  three  hundred 
years  to  pi-oduce  seven  hundred  successive  variations,  there  would  have  been  produced 
seven  hundred  separate  churches  of  you  all  at  one  explosion.  And  when  the  Council 
of  Trent  was  convened,  was  there  no  variety  of  faith  exhibited  there  ?  To  what  shall 
we  liken  the  scene  but  that  of  a  cockpit,  imless  that  of  a  bear-garden  furnish  a  more 
expressive  emblem  ?  And  though  the  popish  mind  has  been  greatly  cushioned  down 
since,  by  the  Decrees  of  that  Council,  compared  with  the  liberty  previously  enjoyed, 
are  you  a  harmonized  brotherhood  even  yet?  Sir,  there  is,  and  ever  has  been  more 
unity  of  faith  among  those  who  make  God's  Word  their  sole  authority,  than  there  is, 
or  ever  has  been  in  the  Papal  Church — say  since  the  beginning  of  the  sixth  century. 
Excluding  the  Socinians,  who  fall  to  be  classed  with  you,  as  repudiators  of  the  Bible 
as  the  only  rule  of  Faith,  we  are  now,  and  always  have  been  of  one  mind  on  these  two 
subjects — the  method  of  a  sinner's  pardon,  and  the  method  of  his  preparation  for  an 
inheritance  of  the  heavenly  Kingdom.  To  agi'ee  here  is  essential  union:  to  differ  here 
is  essential  discord :  and  when  the  former  is  our  case,  the  latter  is  yours.  Every  one 
acquainted  with  the  subject  knows,  that  the  Decree  of  the  Council  on  Justification  is 
an  ambiguous  compromise  of  violently  contending  parties.  Then,  there  is  the  question 
of  Free  Will :  when  there  is  discordancy  among  us  in  relation  to  it,  is  there  less  among 
you  ?  I  see  from  the  Free  Press  you  have  been  lecturing  at  Dumbarton  on  Predesti- 
nation :  and  no  doubt  you  will  have  been  attempting,  as  is  usual  with  your  brethren, 
to  make  Calvinism  an  object  of  great  horror.  And  yet,  so  far  as  human  authority  is 
concerned,  Calvin  was  in  this  matter  a  disciple  of  Augustin,  the  most  favourite  of  your 
saints,  when  he  serves  your  purpose,  and  Avliose  party  was  strong  in  the  Council ;  so 
that  here  also  the  Decree  is  ambiguous.  The  contending  Calvinists  and  Arminians  in 
your  church  may  be  equally  conscientious  in  subscribing  it.  Again,  our  differences  on 
the  question  of  Ecclesiastical  government  arc  nothing  in  their  relative  importance  to 
our  system,  compared  with  the  A'ital  manner  in  which  yours  is  affected  by  your  fierce 
contendings  about  the  seat  of  the  Infallibility,  and  the  Divine  right  of  Bishops.  The 
Immaculate  Conception !  how  deeply  your  Mariolatry  is  concerned  in  it !  and  yet  you 
are  in  a  state  of  violent  conflict  with  one  another  in  regard  to  it.  And  what  discord 
reigns  among  your  Casuists  on  the  subject  of  Mortal  and  Venial  Sins !  one  party 
assuring  the  criminal  that  he  need  not  distress  himself  about  that  Avhich  another 
assures  him  will  effect  his  ruin,  imless  he  hasten  to  confession  and  obtain  his  pardon 
from  Scanlan,  or  some  one  like  him,  whom  God  has  anointed  a  Judge  for  that  end. 

I  might  prolong  to  a  great  extent  the  foregoing  strain  of  illustration;  but  I  have 
given  a  sufhcient  specimen  for  my  argument.  Unity  !  Sir :  Notwithstanding  your 
European  reputation,  must  I  class  you  with  the  vulgar  herd  of  your  priesthood  who 
are  ignorant  alike  of  the  principles  and  history  of  their  own  church,  and  those  of  the 
churches  of  their  neighbours,  and  are  continually  chattering  about  Catholic  Unity  and 
Protestant  Divisions  ?  A  friend  of  mine  has  two  birds  ;  the  one  a  parrot,  an  obscene- 
looking  creature  ;  I  wonder  he  can  keep  it ;  the  other  a  beautiful,  sprightly  starling. 
The  parrot  he  calls  Pope,  and  the  starling  Knox ;  and  has  educated  them  appropriately. 
"Unity,  Unity,"  says  Pope;  "Stupidity,  Stupidity,  Stupidity,"  replies  Knox,  most 
vehemently.  Since  your  answer  to  the  challenge,  my  fi'iend  has  been  attempting  to 
teach  Pope,  "Entirety;"  but  he  is  a  slow  scholar,  and  his  English  tongue  has  as  yet 
acquired  the  new  word  very  imperfectly:  whereas  Knox  is  exulting  in  his  new  acqui- 
sition with  distinctness  and  peculiar  emphasis :  "  Nonsensity,  Nonsensity."  It  is  very 
amusing  and  instructive  besides. 

Connected  with  the  assertion  that  your  faith  has  been  held  in  its  entirety  through 
all  antiquity,  throughout  all  nations  and  peoples,  you  say  that  not  even  one  congrega- 
tion, perhaps  not  a  single  individual,  through  all  christian  time,  up  to  the  period  of 
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Apostles,  and  all  the  apostolic  churches.  INIy  evidence  is  tlic  Word  of  God.  Second///^ 
that  it  Avas  held  in  its  essential  principles  (which  yours  was  not)  by  the  Fathers,  and 
the  Churches  over  which  they  presided — though  corrupted  in  a  greater  or  less  degree 
in  the  course  of  the  advance  towards  consummation  of  the  predicted  Apostacy.  (2 
Thess.  ii.  3.)  Thirdly,  in  regard  of  the  Dark  Ages,  and  that,  little  less  gloomy,  the 
age  of  Scholtisticism,  that  it  was  held  1st,  by  those  whom  your  Dragon  Church  had 
driven  into  the  wilderness.  (Rev.  xii.  14.)  2dly,  I  doubt  not,  by  many  who  resem- 
bled the  seven  thousand  hidden  ones  in  the  midst  of  apostate  Israel,  who  remained 
faithful,  when  the  Prophet  weened  of  himself  that  there  was  no  one  else  who  had  not 
bowed  the  knee  to  Baal.  (1  Kings  xix.  18.)  And  3dly,  by  a  great  multitude,  I 
devoutly  trust,  who  although  they  conformed  to  the.  superstitions  of  your  system,  and 
had  their  faith  thereby  greatly  marred  and  defiled,  yet  held  my  faith  in  such  a  measure 
as  saved  them  for  Eternity. 

When  you  and  your  friends  are  accustomed  to  taunt  protestants  with  the  question. 
Where  was  your  church  before  the  time  of  Luther?  you  show  alike  that  you  confound 
things  that  widely  differ,  and  that  you  want  philosophical,  not  to  say  spiritual,  per- 
ception to  discern  moral  identity. 

First.  You  call  a  Cathedral,  with  the  name  Catholic  inscribed  on  it,  frequented  by  a 
promiscuous  crowd,  among  which  Louis  Napoleon  is  conspicuous — infidel,  (he  would 
not  be  his  uncle's  nephew  otherwise,)  smeared  with  assassin  blood,  and  in  every  moral 
respect  a  pollution  of  the  earth* — this  you  call  the  Church,  the  permanence  of  which 
Christ  has  ensured  !  whereas,  Christ's  church,  let  me  instruct  you,  consists  not  of  a 
name,  and  stones  and  lime,  and  crowds  of  profligate  men  and  women,  but  of  the  per- 
sons of  Believers,  in  whose  hearts  God's  Spirit  dwells,  and  who  are  actuated  by  the 
principles  of  his  Word.  Wherever  such  men  are  discovered,  wherever  they  may  wor- 
ship, by  whatsoever  name  they  may  call  themselves  or  be  called  by  others,  Soupers  or 
Biblers  as  you  elegantly  denominated  them  in  your  oration  in  our  City  Hall — or, 
although  they  should  not  be  discovered,  and  be  nameless,  being  driven  away  to  caves 
and  wildernesses  by  your  persecutions— Z^(?re  is  Christ's  Church.  It  will  be  profitable 
to  recall  the  quaint  illustration  of  former  times.  Your  Church  is  an  Old  Inn  belong- 
ing to  a  Nobleman  who  has  gone  into  a  far  country,  and  who  left  instructions  to  his 
servants  respecting  the  manner  in  which  it  was  to  be  conducted,  and  the  kind  of 
entertainment  with  which  the  wayfaring  guests  were  to  be  supplied.  Corruption 
gradually  crept  into  the  administration,  till  it  had  gone  a  frightful  length.  The  guests 
were  either  debauched  or  murdered.  Foul  cups  of  intoxicating  and  poisonous  mixtures 
wex*e  served  to  them  instead  of  the  prescribed  salubrious  wine.  Those  servants  who 
were  faithful  to  their  Lord,  after  contending  in  vain  for  a  reformation  of  abuses, 
abandoned  the  establishment,  and  opened  house  across  the  street,  under  the  sign  of 
The  Bible.  At  the  door  of  the  Old  Inn  still  swings  the  old  sign  of  The  Cross :  but 
when  the  Nobleman  returns  he  will  demolish  it  in  his  indignation,  (2  Thess.  ii.  8,)  and 
acknowledge  the  New*,  as  his  Original  Institution. 

Secondly.  Your  question  indicates  want  of  perception  to  discern  moral  identity.  There 
may  be  such  identity,  in  consequence  of  the  sameness  of  the  characteristic  spirit  of  two 
objects,  though  they  diifer  not  only  in  external  form,  but  through  the  attachment  of 
many  corruptions.  On  this  principle  I  claim  identity  for  the  churches  of  a  Bible  Pro- 
testantism, with  what  I  have  already  said  I  trust  was  a  large  and  spiritual  church 
within  the  outward  pale  of  Popery,  previously  to  the  Reformation.  Another  quaint 
illustration  of  former  times  is  appropriate.  I  suspect  it  is  of  Irish  origin :  Ave  have 
scarcely  the  wit  for  its  authorship  either  in  Scotland  or  England.  O  Sir,  Avhen  they 
are  right  truly  protestantised,  what  beautiful  specimens  of  Christianity  your  people 
furnish!  "Where  was  your  Church  befoi'e  Luther?"  says  Papist.  "Just  where 
your  face  was  before  it  was  washed,"  says  Protestant :  and  hard  work  our  washing  has 
been,  with  the  soap  and  nitre  of  the  Word  of  God,  that  we  may  have  ourselves  made 
fair  as  the  Church  of  the  Apostles.  That,  Sir,  is  the  true  explanation  of  our  changes, 
on  account  of  which  you  say  Roman  Catholics  pity  us,  the  tenderness  of  the  com- 
miseration being  exemplified  in  the  Jailer-Duke's  treatment  of  the  Madiai,  and  your 
own  defence  and  eulogy  of  his  conduct.  Yes,  Sir;  both  you  and  we  are  changing;  but 
here  is  the  difference :  ive  arc  washing  off  some  spots  of  impurity  which  attached  to  us 
when  we  escaped  from  the  den  of  her  whom  God's  Word  denounces  as  the  Mother  of 
Harlots — harlot  for  cruelty  as  harlot  for  pollution,  (Rev.  xvii.  5,)  whereas  you  are 
smearing  yourselves  blacker  and  blacker  with  her  ultramontane  abominations. 

Fifthly. — I  proceed  to  consider  the  paragraph  in  Avhich  you  assign  moral  reasons  for 
declining  to  accept  my  challenge.  First,  you  object  to  such  public  discussions,  because 
they  engender  animosities.  Now,  Sir,  in  our  particular  case  no  love  could  have  been 
lost.  Matters  are  in  this  respect  in  a  condition  as  bad  as  is  possible.  In  a  preceding 
part  of  your  replv,  you  somewhat  question  my  representation,  that  you  and  I  are 
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sentiment  towards  me  and  my  people.  I  cannot  Avell  imderstand  how  this  consists 
with  your  mockery,  in  your  City  Hall  oration,  of  Bibleraen,  a  party  to  which  I  and 
my  friends  belong:  yet  I  take  your  personal  declaration  frankly.  But,  let  me  assure  you 
first,  that  I  am  a  very  odious  person  to  your  friends  ^  of  which  the  issue  of  the  Free  Press  in 
which  your  reply  appears  furnishes  enough  of  evidence,  independently  of  much  stronger 
of  which  I  am  in  possession :  and  secondly,  that  you  are  regarded  with  much  bitterness 
by  my  friends.  Your  political  story  about  the  *'  French  daggers,"  may  have  intensified 
the  bitterness  ;  but  independently  of  it,  so  zealous  are  my  friends  for  the  honour  of  the 
Bible,  that  they  must  bear  that  person  a  deep  grudge  who  placards  their  city  walls  with 
its  defamation  :  and  instead  of  these  feelings  being  exacerbated  by  our  debate,  I  am 
persuaded,  from  the  manner  in  which  you  can  command  j-ourself,  when  the  occasion 
requires,  to  observe  a  courteous  deportment,  you  would  have  gained  greatly  in  the 
estimation  of  my  friends,  as  a  gentleman ;  while  I,  by  the  manner  in  which  I  would 
have  disabused  your  friends  of  error,  and  communicated  to  them  the  blessing  of  truth, 
would  have  gained  a  number  of  them,  at  least,  to  be  my  friends,  and  among  the 
warmest,  perhaps,  I  have. 

When,  in  connexion  with  this,  you  say  that  by  such  discussions  Dissenters  have 
"their  dormant  intolerance  revived,"  what,  Sir,  do  3'-ou  mean?  Is  it  their  hatred  of 
error  ?  Then,  let  me  assure  you  such  intolerance  has  never  been  dormant,  and  that 
we  regard  it  a  principal  duty  to  keep  it  awake  and  active.  He  that  holdeth  the  seven 
stars  in  his  i-ight  hand  expresses  his  approbation  of  the  Angel  of  the  Church  of  Ephesus 
in  these  terms :  "  I  know  how  thou  canst  not  bear  them  which  are  evil :  and  thou  hast 
tried  them  who  say  they  are  apostles  and  are  not,  and  hast  found  them  liars."  (Rev. 
ii.  2.)  But  supposing  such  intolerance  were  criminal,  who,  Sii",  are  you  that  you  make 
it  an  objection  to  others — you  who  are  a  sworn  believer  in  the  lawfulness  and  propriety 
of  the  Canons  of  the  Council  of  Trent,  which  fulminate  damnation  so  fiercely  against 
all  gainsayers?  You  will  answer  that  the  cases  are  different — that  since  you  hold 
the  truth  you  are  entitled  to  curse ;  whereas  Protestants,  being  in  error,  have  no  such 
authority.     Exactly :  we  shall  have  more  of  the  Pope's  Circle  presently. 

But  lest  I  should  be  misunderstood  as  afiirming  that  Protestants  (being  as  surely 
convinced  that  they  are  right,  on  the  authority  of  God's  Word,  as  Papists  are,  on  the 
authority  of  the  Pope's  word)  are  entitled  to  play  at  banning  with  the  Council,  let  me 
explain.  Though  I  decidedly  refuse  to  call  the  Church  of  Rome  by  the  name  of  a 
Church  of  Christ — denying  that  it  is  even  a  section  of  the  Catholic  Church — believing 
it  to  be  the  predicted  Apostacy  headed  by  the  Man  of  Sin  (2  Thess.  ii.)  ;  yet  I  feel  a 
Christian's  interest  in  maintaining  that  there  probably  have  been  a  great  multitude, 
and  probably  are  a  considerable  number  of  saints  well  accepted  of  the  Lord,  among 
the  ecclesiastical  adherents  to  its  corrupt  Institution ;  and  to  whom  He  is  crying  with 
a  loud  voice,  never  louder  than  at  present,  for  the  doom  of  Babylon  is  near — "Come 
out  of  her  my  people,  that  ye  be  not  partakers  of  her  sins,  and  that  ye  receive  not  of 
her  plagues ;  for  her  sins  have  reached  unto  heaven  and  God  hath  remembered  her 
iniquities,"  (Rev.  xviii.  4.  5.)  Nor  are  these  acknowledgments  of  piety  to  be  found 
among  Roman  Catholics  affected  for  the  occasion.  They  have  been  a  characteristic 
of  my  ministry  of  the  Gospel  for  more  than  thirty  years.  You,  Sir,  dare  not,  though 
you  were  inclined,  express  yourself  so  tolerantly  in  favour  of  any  one  who,  let  his 
professed  love  of  God  be  never  so  clearly  evinced  genuine  by  a  life  of  purity,  integrity 
and  charity,  yet  rejects  with  abhorrence  your  doctrine  of  the  "immolation"  of  Christ 
in  the  Mass.  As  a  Papist  you  are  sworn  to  believe  that  if  he  die  unconverted  to  the 
Church  of  Rome  he  shall  assuredly  suffer  the  damnation  of  Hell  fire.  You  are  not 
permitted  even  charitably  to  hope  that  he  may  be  privileged  with  a  few  thousand 
years  of  the  flames  of  Purgatory.     And  yet,  you  speak  of  other  people's  intolerance! 

But,  Sir,  from  many  of  your  antecedents  and  some  subsequents,  I  suspect  that  you 
use  the  word  intolerance  in  the  sense  of  persecution  for  conscience  sake.  Supposing, 
then,  that  you  and  your  friends  are  subjected  to  something  of  this  nature,  again,  I  ask, 
who  are  you  that  you  should  make  it  an  objection  against  others,  when  you  belong  to, 
and  are  zealous  in  upholding,  an  Institution  which  lays  it  down  as  a  first  principle, 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  Princes  to  coerce  their  subjects  to  receive  its  system,  and  to 
inflict  on  recusants  the  penalty  of  confiscation  of  goods,  imprisonment,  exile,  or  death, 
whenever  they  can  do  it  with  convenience ; — which  convenience  the  Popish  Princes  of 
Europe  having  found,  they  are  at  the  present  moment  improving  it  most  diligently, 
fearing,  as  well  they  may,  that  their  time  is  short :  never  since  the  Bartholomew 
tragedy  was  protestantism  so  oppressed :  Avhereas  you,  Sir,  are  not  only  tolerated 
in  the  freest  practice  of  what  we  regard  your  idolatrous  and  demoralizing  worship,  in 
the  midst  of  a  protestant  people,  but  in  the  wildest  license  of  maligning  their  faith — 
even  the  length  of  threatening  its  extinction  in  blood  by  the  daggers  of  France.  And 
yet  you  complain  of  being  persecuted  for  conscience  sake !    It  is  a  bit  of  your  waggery. 

— Ynnr  siannlisincr  nf  Dissr^ntprs  i«!  nftrtip.nlarlv  hnnp.      7*^n  fn1sf>.  rnnrfpsv  will  mnke  me 
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As  for  myself,  it  was  the  first  political  question  in  which  I  took  a  part  after  entering 
into  public  life.  And  I  challenge  you,  Sir,  to  a  similar  course  of  conduct,  that  when 
we  meet  in  debate  you  may  fully  approve  yourself  my  peer  before  men  who  love  liberty 
and  hate  oppression.  I  ask  not  that  you  agitate  among  your  friends  to  the  end  of  a 
remonstrance  going  forth  to'  the  Popish  governments  of  Europe  from  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  the  United  Kingdom,  in  favour  of  my  Protestant  brethren — that  they  may 
obtain  such  a  place  in  legislature  as  that  for  Avhich  I  contended  in  favour  of  you  and 
your  brethren.  No,  Sir  ;  a  far  less  measure  of  justice  than  this  will  satisfy  me :  I  only 
ask  that  you  intercede  in  their  behalf  that  they  be  not  murdered  for  reading  God's 
Word.  Again,  you  will  answer,  there  is  a  ditference — that  Papists  holding  the  truth, 
their  suppression  of  Protestantism  is  legitimate  and  wholesome  government ;  whereas 
Protestants  holding  error,  everything  they  may  do  in  disfavour  of  Popery  is  persecu- 
tion, a  word  which  can  never  be  justly  applied  to  anything  which  Popery  may  do ! 
There  is  no  logic  comparable  for  its  despatch  of  an  argument  with  that  of  the  Pope's 
Circle. 

Secondly.  Independently  of  the  objection  which  you  take  to  public  debate  as  cal- 
culated to  excite  evil  passions,  you  question  their  profit  as  an  intellectual  means  of 
ascertaining  the  truth.  I  have  already  stated,  that,  so  far  as  the  points  at  issue  in  the 
proposed  debate  are  concerned,  I  and  my  friends  have  already  ascertained  the  truth 
perfectly.  According  to  your  own  phraseology  there  is  not  one  of  us  for  whom  it  is 
^*  SL  defensible  possibility"  that  a  true  and  proper  propitiatory  sacrifice  of  Christ  is 
made  by  your  Priesthood  on  whom  the  Pope  has  conferred  the  power  of  immolating 
Him  in  the  Mass.  That  oracle  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  Hebrews  vii.  27,  is  ever  music  for 
our  ears  as  it  is  thunder  for  yours.    Hear  it,  Sir : — 

Who  needeth  not  daily  to  offer  vp  sacrifice— for  this  He  did  once. 

Using  again  your  own  phraseology,  it  is  not  a  "tenable  consistency"  to  imagine  us 
surrendering  this  confidence  of  the  Gospel,  through  any  fear  of  the  cursing  of  Paul 
in.  the  Father  of  the  Council  of  Trent,  and  eke  the  father  of  the  two  bastards.  It  is 
neither  a  "  tenable  consistency  "  nor  "defensible  possibility." — But  having  ascertained 
the  truth  for  ourselves  from  the  "  sure  word"  we  are  both  piously  and  benevolently 
concerned  (it  is  not  much  to  say  that  surely,  although  the  editor  of  the  Free  Press 
cannot  comprehend  it)  in  having  the  knowledge  of  it  imparted  to  our  Eoman  Catholic 
neighbours,  from  whom  your  priesthood  conceal  it,  that  they  may  secure  the  pay  of 
the  poor  people  for  Masses,  in  which  they  pretend  to  "  immolate  "  the  Lord  of  Glory 
for  them,  at  the  rate  of  some  ten  or  twelve  times  every  Sabbath-day,  in  the  various 
Mass-houses'of  the  city  of  Glasgow  alone :  (for  ascertaining  the  number^of  immolations 
made  in  private  I  have  no  statistics.) — Now,  one  of  the  best  means  for  disabusing  the 
ignorant  of  the  delusion  of  such  imposture  is  in  many  instances  public  debate — Avhen 
truth  challenges  the  imposture  to  come  forth  from  its  wizard  cell  that  it  may  be  con- 
victed before  witnesses.  The  apostle  Paul  acted  extensively  on  this  principle  (Acts 
.xvii.  17),  and  by  the  same  means  Luther  made  great  havoc  among  your  ranks.  He 
may  not  be  a  good  example  for  you,  but  you  cannot  wonder  that  /  should  attempt  some 
imitation  of  him. 

I  have  just  stated,  that,  in  certain  circumstances,  we  consider  public  debate  highly 
profitable.  The  present  circumstances  are  of  that  character,  when  your  church  is 
making  such  extraordinary  pretensions,  and  when  we  cannot  in  any  other  way  obtain 
access  to  your  people.  You  speak  of  private  reading  being  a  superior  means  of  learn- 
ing the  truth.  How  you  mock  us.  Sir  !  We  read  everything  of  yours  of  which  your 
own  press  boasts  as  being  particularly  excellent ;  whereas  the  most  simple  uncontro- 
versial  tract  which  we  might  publish,  exhorting  the  distressed  sinner  to  look  with  a 
relying  faith  to  the  Lamb  of  God,  and  assuring  him  that  by  doing  so  he  would  obtain 
the  pardon  of  his  sin,  you  and  your  brethren  would  denounce  from  the  altar,  with  im- 
precations on  all  who  might  receive  it  into  their  houses.  Your  Master  has  just  placed 
in  his  Index  Expurgatorius  the  Scriptural  Extracts  for  the  national  schools  of  Ireland, 
which  your  own  priesthood,  when  not  Ultramontane,  sanctioned,  and  which  it  was  one 
of  my  pro-popery  acts  to  vindicate,  when  some  of  my  brethren  opposed  Lord  Stanley's 
scheme  of  Education  as  an  unworthy  and  injurious  concession.  How  much  less  can 
the  circulation  of  any  of  our  books  be  tolerated  ?  Yea,  I  speak  foolishly :  there  is  no 
book  the  influence  of  which  Popery  dreads  more  than  that  of  the  Book  of  God.  You 
speak  somewhere  in  your  letter  of  a  single  ray  of  light  paling  the  meridian  splendour 
of  the  sun :  Sir,  if  the  sun  of  Popery  is  paled  by  the  few  rays  of  the  Extracts,  it  would 
become  "black  as  sackcloth  of  hair"  before  the  unveiling  of  the  full  orb  of  the  Bible. 
— But,  supposing  that  license  is  given  for  the  reading  and  study  both'of  the  Bible  and 
other  books,  how  does  this  consist  with  the  denial  which  you  make  of  the  reader  and 
student's  right  to  exercise  private  judgment  ?     I  cannot  perceive  the  consistency  even 

nf  vniir  rjonfrnvprsial  TiPrtnnTur.      Vnnr  nrflinntinn  to  bo.  a  Prifist  did   not  bestow  the 


16 

Thirdljf.  Your  words  about  Prayer  are  good ;  but  I  am  concerned  about  the  mean- 
ing which  you  attach  to  them.  I  would  have  known  what  your  INIaster  meant,  \i  he  had 
used  them.  They  would  have  referred  especially  to  prayer  addressed  to  the  Virgin, 
not  only  to  whose  Providence  does  he  ascribe  the  recovery  of  his  throne,  but,  on  whose 
grace  he  depends  for  the  conversion  of  England,  and  its  "restoration  to  its  orbit," 
Cardinal  Wiseman  being  the  commissioned  angel  to  bring  the  strayed  planet  back, 
and  replace  it  in  the  solar  system  of  the  Papacy.  (Peace,  Starling !)  But,  Sir,  although 
you  could  not  be  a  good  catholic  without  a  considerable  proportion  of  Ave-Maria-ing 
in  your  prayers,  yet  I  doubt  if  you  have  ascended  so  high  as  His  Holiness  in  Virgin 
devotion :  and  I  am  persuaded  that  you  refer,  especially,  at  least,  to  prayer  directed 
to  its  true  Object.  But  here  is  my  difficulty :  the  question  is  about  the  ascertaining 
of  the  truth :  now,  not  to  speak  again  about  that  studij  for  which  a  blessing  is  sought, 
being  inconsistent  with  the  denial  of  the  right  of  private  judgment,  how,  I  ask,  does 
prayer  to  Heaven  for  illumination  consist  with  your  having  the  bequeathed  living, 
speaking,  infallible  Authority  standing  substantially  at  your  elbow?  (Starling,  you  are 
a  great  annoyance  !)  Or,  if  you  do  not  refer  to  grace  to  discern  the  truth,  but  grace  to 
receive  it,  I  admit  the  propriety  of  the  distinction,  but  I  deny  it  to  be  Tridentine  doc- 
trine that  such  grace  is  given  directly  in  answer  to  prayei*.  All  Grace,  but  especially 
the  grace  of  faith,  is  according  to  that  system  originally  communicated,  sustained,  in- 
creased, repaired  or  recovered  only  by  the  Sacraments.  (Take  that  bird  away,  he  is 
unendurable  !)  Accordingly  when  I  examine  your  words  more  closely  I  find  that  the 
praying  is  recommended  only  as  a  moral  ?)ieans  of  preparing  the  heart  for  grace — pre- 
paring it  for  the  indispensable  operation  of  the  Priest !  As  there  is  nothing  beautiful 
in  our  Faith  which  Popery  has  not  defiled,  so  there  is  nothing  powerful  which  it  has 
not  robbed  of  its  strength,  nothing  consolatory  which  it  has  not  robbed  of  its  sweetness 
— all,  that  a  proud  and  mercenaiy  priesthood  may  be  magnified  and  enriched. 

In  conclusion  Sir, — your  reply  having  been  demonstrated  at  all  points  unsatisfactory, 
I  renew  my  challenge,  that  you  meet  me  to  answer  for  your  Faith  in  the  Sacrifice  of 
the  Mass.  Or,  if  you  plead  that  you  would  be  placed  at  great  disadvantage  in  the 
midst  of  a  Glasgow  auditory  where  prejudice  runs  so  strong,  through  the  tradition  of 
John  Knox's  exposure  of  the  Bread  god  of  the  Papists,  whom  the  puissance  of  a  mouse' 
can  put  to  flight  ;  (see  the  debate  at  Crossraguel,)  most  willingly  shall  I  change  the 
subject  for  that  of  the  Sacrament  of  Penance,  which  I  denounce  as  being  anti-scrip- 
tural, anti-social,  anti-christian,  and  anti-human — as  being  presumptuously  blasphe- 
mous, hideously  cruel,  grossly  degrading  and  demoralizing,  destructive  of  domestic 
confidence  and  peace,  perilous  to  the  commonwealth,  and  wickedly  delusive  of  men  to 
their  everlasting  ruin.  And  Sir,  I  promise,  that  I  shall  not  even  make  an  allusion  to 
the  abominations  of  the  Confessional :  only,  I  shall  not  spare  its  foul  treachery  to  the 
cause  of  freedom,  and  the  manner  in  which  it  is  wrought  by  the  Priest  as  the  Spy  of  the 
Despot.     Take  your  choice,  then,  of  the  Mass  or  Penance. 

I  am,  most  obediently,  yours  at  command,  "WILLIAM  ANDERSON. 

POSTSCRIPT. 

Dear  Sir, — The  foregoing  is'designed  rather  for  the  public;  this  is  especially  for 
yourself.  In  one  respect,  (I  need  not  mention  it,  it  is  so  obvious, )  I  must  fail  in  com- 
parison with  you  in  the  estimation  of  all  readers.  And  yet  I  calculate  on  having  in 
yourself  my  most  lenient  judge.  You  will  admit,  that,  notwithstanding  the  courteous 
phrase  in  which  your  letter  is  expressed,  it  was  conceived  in  a  spirit  as  contemptuous, 
and  bitter,  and  venomous  towards  my  faith,  as  that  which  my  ruder  expressions 
indicate  towards  yours.  As  regards  personalities,  you  had  not  the  opportunity  of 
indulging  in  them  ;  you  knew  nothing  of  7ne :  whereas  t/ou  have  for  a  considerable  time 
engaged  the  public  attention  largely  ;  and  it  would  have  been  the  vain  attempt  of  an 
intellectual  impossibility,  had  I  endeavoured  to  avoid  all  allusion  to  your  political 
exhibitions.  I  trust  you  will  give  me  credit  for  having  been  in  this  respect  singularly 
abstemious. — Again,  as  a  scholar  you  will  easily  discern  that  my  mental  habits  are 
such,  that  I  canot  dwell  long  on  an  abstract  idea,  but  hasten  to  give  it  a  concrete  form, 
in  a  living  example.  If  I  do  not  know  a  man  suitable  for  my  illustration,  I  have  just 
to  make  one ;  but  it  would  have  been  most  superfluous  for  me  to  make  a  new  one, 
when  you,  in  many  instances,  were  ready  made  for  my  use.  Finally,  though  as  a 
zealous  Protestant  I  cannot  but  bear  you  a  grudge  as  a  zealous  Romanist,  and  as  a 
patriot  of  the  United  Kingdom  cannot  but  bear  you  a  grudge  as  one  who  glories  in 
his  sedition  towai'ds  the  British  government ;  yet,  in  the  course  of  writing  the  fore- 
going pages  I  never  felt  indignation  burning  against  you,  except  when  I  came  across 
your  libel  of  my  Dissenting  bi-ethren.  But  having  taken  vengeance,  my  anger  has 
passed  awav ;  and,  persuaded  by  several  indications  that  if  I  knew  you  better  I  would 


